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this country. Apparently, the Presi-
dent thinks it’s perfectly okay to just
forget about the rule of law. Oh, there’s
a law that says I have to provide a
budget. Well, I'm not doing it. I’'ll get
around to it. But the law says he must.
Is he above the law? Apparently so. Be-
cause of the 11 times in the last 90
years when the budget was late, four of
them were this President.

You know, when you talk to econo-
mists and you read what economists
are saying, and you’re concerned about
the downgrade in the credit rating be-
cause of how much more money that
will put us in debt that future genera-
tions will have to pay, when you talk
to them, you look at what they’re say-
ing, there are a couple of things that
they point out.

Well, one of the things that helped
this country is our belief and support
for the rule of law, that no one is above
the law. And yet you look at what this
White House is doing: ah, we’ll get
around to the budget eventually. More
insensitive to following the law than
any Presidency that I can find in his-
tory.

We have a President who says, you
know, yeah, I get it, the Defense of
Marriage Act was duly passed into law
and signed into law by a former Demo-
cratic President, but I don’t like that
law and I realize Congress is not going
to change it, so I'm going to ignore the
law. I’'m going to instruct my Attorney
General to ignore the law. That kind of
thinking means there’s no support at
the highest level of this country for the
rule of law.

When we have a President who makes
speeches and an Attorney General who
makes speeches about how they’re
going to go after illegal gun sales, and
yet there is blood on the hands of peo-
ple in this administration, and we can’t
even find out who they are because
they are being obscured, for the death
of hundreds of human beings who died
because this administration forced gun
dealers to sell guns that they knew and
they reported should not be sold, and
they were told by their Federal Gov-
ernment, their executive branch, you
do it anyway because we’re going to
follow the guns, in effect. The guns
were not followed. They made their
way into criminals’ hands, as was in-
tended, but they weren’t followed. And
now the administration says they want
to support the rule of law and go after
these illegal gun sales? Well, they have
to start with their own administration.

And then we have a President that
instead of coming to Capitol Hill where
most of the elected representatives of
the country are, there’s one down
Pennsylvania Avenue, actually two,
the Vice President, and there are 535
down here, and sitting down and work-
ing out a comprehensive immigration
bill, instead of doing that, the Presi-
dent announces, you know, I don’t like
the laws that were duly passed by prior
Congresses, Democrats, signed into law
by Democrats and Republican Presi-
dents. I realize what the law is, I don’t
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like the law, so as I speak, so shall the
new law be.

And the mainstream just laps it up
because they’re too ignorant of what
the rule of law means, that you don’t
have a monarch at the end of Pennsyl-
vania Avenue that just espouses law as
he gets ready to, because he doesn’t
like the law that was duly passed.

Come down here and work with us
and if we can secure the border so that
we can make sure that people won’t get
in that want to destroy our way of life,
the drug cartels, the radical Islamists
across the border that are working
with the drug cartels now that want to
destroy our way of life, we've got to
make sure that we have people coming
in that will continue to make the coun-
try great. And I have great hope for
what the Hispanic community can do
for this country because, generally
speaking, those I know have strong
faith in God, devotion to family, and
hard work ethic. That’s what made
America great, in my opinion. We need
that kind of input, but it’s got to be
legal.

The Immigration Service is an em-
barrassment, one of the worst in the
world. You can get a visa quicker to
other countries than you can here. It’s
embarrassing the snafus in this govern-
ment.

But if we are going to get on track,
we have to get back to a President and
a Congress that believes the rule of
law. And when the President will not
follow the law, there have to be con-
sequences.

I’ve talked to Democratic and Repub-
lican individuals who were part of prior
Presidential administrations and I've
said at different times, different indi-
viduals: tell me, when you were in the
administration, when you were in the
White House, is it true what I've heard
that individuals would come together,
both parties, both ends of the Capitol
and talk to the President and say,
look, you are usurping control that was
given to the Congress in the Constitu-
tion, and we’re going to have to shut
you down if you don’t get back and act-
ing within the Constitution?

That doesn’t happen under this ad-
ministration, and it’s time that it
must. We owe it to the country. We
owe it to future generations.

The President has said: If Congress in
any way suggests they’re going to tie
negotiation to debt ceiling votes—
which, by the way, we have never done
in our history until we did it last
year—I will not play that game.

The President needs to have someone
around him that knows the truth. That
poor man is being lied to. All you have
to do is look back in our history. Every
time there was a cut in spending, it
was often tied to the debt ceiling nego-
tiations. Go back to 1985, to 1990, 1993,
1997, 2010. Speaker PELOSI in 2010, with
President Obama, tied a PAYGO provi-
sion. She did it. Why is it so wrong
that the Republicans want to do that
in the House like Speaker PELOSI did.
Let’s get responsible. But the Presi-
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dent doesn’t even remember 2 years
ago when Speaker PELOSI did that.

Somebody has got to help this poor
man understand recent and distant his-
tory before the rating agencies say,
you know what, we used to think that
the rule of law was going to help the
U.S. economy and help the Federal
Government get around to taking care
of its debts, but these guys don’t even
follow the rule of law anymore.

And as far as what economists say,
yeah, but we have economic dynamism.
Well, look what ObamaCare is doing to
that. Look at what overregulation is
doing to that. It is hurting our econ-
omy. The economy is sitting waiting to
take off if the President and the Sen-
ate, that is bogging down bills that
would free up the economy to go, if
they would get out of the way, this
economy could go. People could get
back to work. They wouldn’t need un-
employment. They wouldn’t need to be
begging to the master government.
They could do it on their own as free
people.

It’s time to get back to following the
rule of law. It’s time to get back to
having a government that doesn’t put
off the current debt on future genera-
tions because if we don’t, our names
will not be called blessed by future gen-
erations. Our names will be cursed.
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Mr. Speaker, it is my prayer and de-
sire that we can finally get to be re-
sponsible in the coming months. And
the only way we can really get there is
if people are honest about our history.

I yield back the balance of my time.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind Members to refrain
from engaging in personalities toward
the President.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mrs. EMERSON (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of ill-
ness.

———

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE
RULES

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS
FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, as required by
clause 2(a) of House rule XI, I respectfully
submit the rules of the Committee on For-
eign Affairs, which were adopted earlier
today at a public meeting of the Committee.

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN
AFFAIRS, 113TH CONGRESS
1. GENERAL PROVISIONS

(a) The Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, and in particular, the committee rules
enumerated in clause 2 of rule XI, are the
rules of the Committee on Foreign Affairs
(hereafter referred to as the ‘“‘Committee’’),
to the extent applicable.

(b) A motion to recess and a motion to dis-
pense with the first reading (in full) of a bill
or resolution, if printed copies are available,
are privileged non-debatable motions in
Committee.
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